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OPINION

The petitioner, Sharon Ann Conner, appeals as of right from the Greene
County Criminal Court’s dismissal of her petition for post-conviction relief because it
was untimely filed. The petitioner was convicted of driving while under the influence of
an intoxicant (DUI) on February 8, 1988. She did not appeal her conviction and has

served the sentence she received.

The petitioner filed the petition for post-conviction relief on October 12,
1994, alleging that the court that accepted her guilty plea failed to advise her properly

under Rule 11, Tenn. R. Crim. P., and Mackey v. State, 553 S.W.2d 337 (Tenn. 1977)."

At a purported post-conviction hearing, the defendant further alleged that her conviction
was void because of a general sessions court order that limited her ability to subpoena
witnesses. At the hearing, the trial court ruled that the petition was filed untimely and
that the petitioner failed to show that she was prejudiced by the general sessions court
order. Pursuantto T.C.A. § 40-30-102, in effect for this case, the petitioner had three
years from the date of the final action of the state appellate courts to file her post-
conviction petition. Because the defendant did not appeal her conviction, the final
action occurred when the judgment of conviction was entered, i.e., February 8, 1988.
The petitioner failed to file her petition within three years of that date and presents no

just cause for the tolling of the statute of limitations.

After full consideration of the record, the briefs, and the law governing the
issues presented, we are of the opinion that the record is sufficient to support the trial
court’s determinations, that no error of law exists that would require a reversal, and that
no precedential value would be derived from the rendering of an opinion. Therefore, we

conclude that the judgment of the trial court should be affirmed pursuant to Rule 20,

'In her post-conviction petition, the petitioner challenged the DUI conviction entered on February
8, 1988 and another DUI conviction that was entered on February 6, 1989. However, in her brief, the
petitioner states that her challenge to the February 6th conviction is not properly before this court.
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